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;WASZ—IING’&’O.“J PLANS AN AG- .

CRESSIVE WAR. By Ralph Sta-
ving, Richard J. Rarnat, and
Marcus CG. Raskin. Random
- Houge, New York., 1971, §7.55.

By JOHN PITTMAN '
~Who are the individuals vho,
.in their role of civilian or mili-
tary members of the policy-mak-
‘ing and policy-implementing arms
of the pgovernment, contributed
toward involving the United
States in the decades-long aggres-
sion against the peoples of Indo-

. .ehina? .
-~ Are these individuals, who

acted in their capacity as offi-
olals and agents of the state, re-
sponsible for the consnquences,of -
their acts. or ‘must the eatire
U.S. population be held respon-
sible?- oL : _
- Do precedents which U.S. mili-
tary and civilian officials estab-
lished at the end of the Second
World War throw any light on
the responsibility of these individ-
uals, any light on the answer to
these questions? ST
In this book the authors set out
to respond. to readers seeking the
answers to such questions. Their
.responses, if falling short of pro-
fundity, want for nothing in forth-
rightness and candor. As mem-
bers of the Washington-based In-
stituté’ for Policy Studies, tiey
- conducted a 20-months-long study -
of the U.S. aggression in Indo-
¢hina; concentrating: on who ac-
tually planied and decided the
aggressive actions, For this pur-
pose they interviewed more than
300 individuals and cbtained use
of . their documents and papers,
and researched files and docu-
ments of the Department of De-
fense, Department of State, the
White House and the Central In-
telligence Agency (CIA). i
The book also contains selected
documents from the U.S. occupa-
tion of Japan and Germany after
the Second World War, conclud-
ing with excerpts from the state-
_ment of former U.S. Supreme
Court Justice Robert H. Jackson
at the Nuremberg trial of Nazi
war criminals in November, 1945.
The authors believe it is neces-
sary Approved-For Rellg
the perpetrators of aggressiv
-war responsible. S

. gse 2001/03/04: C

A 20-month prove pinpoin

-4

“We approached the study. with’
two explicit biases,” they say in
their preface. “The first was that
the war was politically and mor-
ally wrong from the outset, That
bias was: completely confirmed
for us in the course of the study
by mountains of documentary evi-.
dence; much of which has now
been made public. It is a bias’
which, according to recent public
opinion polls, a majority of the
country now shares. o

“The second bias was that the
lawlessness of the nation-state
constitutes the greatest threat to
peace and human survival. The
only hope of subjecting the state
to law is to hold individuals who
act for the state responsible for
their acts. Thus the establishment
of personal responsibility of na-
tional security cfficials for what
they do in the name of the Amer-
jcait people is the key to any
program of practical reconstruc-
tion.” - .
The book contains several flaws.
There is no index, but'this may
be corrected in’the second vol-
ume, “‘Washington Wages an Ag-
gressive War,” which is expected
to appear.in May, 1972. More im-
portant, however,” are flaws im
conception and analysis. Their in-
vestigation should have encom-
passed the period from 1945 to
1954, the first decade of the Cold.
War, when the direction of US.
imperialist planning was deter-
mined. Secondly, the investiga-
tion would have been enriched by
focusing more on the objective,
material forces hehind the ag-
gression in Southeast Asia.

Sinee this latter area was not
deeply probed, the authors’ rerne-
dies offer litile . assurance for.
those Americans who believe that
a radical change of the sacial
system, rather than reforms of
its bureauncratic structure, is re-
quired to safeguard us from more
disasters. .o o

Deéspite these flaws, however,
the book offers couvincing evi-
dence that the bias of the authors
and the American majority is cor- )
rect. | P
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